
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket Noo 04-2r:3;:;:3:=::o===-::-::=="*:-1

RECENED &INSPECTED
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment ri hts.-A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be a pte~PR 7 2008

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to tPIl"fj.,.'l~ i!k>OM
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board prctl;!lo~~~~~~~~
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, isnot properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religioUS broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

we urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Prol\<4~:~1elfi
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconslilutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
conslilutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2006, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM. if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed edvisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face Increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religioUS programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produCed what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically baITed from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broedcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller marKet secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowi,ng is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller marKet broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233
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APR 7 2008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice o~~lailelt.:l!i:1lIh

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposais to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs wrth these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of P RFo~~M,,~~QQM..J
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. vv·-

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 FCC-MAILROOM

/ I submit the, following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
"NPRM"), reieased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values couid face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) • The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
reView of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences anli present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations Keeping the electricity fiowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
RaiSing costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

APR 7" 2008

J submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pr P~ul~~OM
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008. in M8 Docket No. 04-233. L.t';.,.;;'-'_'-'·-_"M_A_IL. -'

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment righls. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people Who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandales on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who slay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments 'In response to the Localism Notice of Prop
"NPRM"), released Jan 24,2008, In MB Docket No. 04-233
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Any new FCC rUles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment fights A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates, Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face Increased harassment. complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
conSClenCf?S, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictatll1g what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2.) The FCC !1'u"Lno\ turn every radiO station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
nghts to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of pmgramming, especially religiOUS programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency .- and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would 'Intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial chOices

(4) The FCC must not estabiish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs Gould face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations Keeping tile electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to turther
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs In two ways: (a) by reqUiring
staff presence whenever a station IS on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
RaiSing costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks _. and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures or policies discussed above
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments In response to the Localism Notice of P
"NF'RM",!. released Jan. 24, 2008, In MB Docket No. 04-233
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Any new FCC rules. policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights A number of

proposals discussed in the NPRM. If enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

(1) The FCC must not iOlce radio stations, especially religious broadcasters. to take adVice from
people who do not sllare their values. The NPRMs proposed adVisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates ReligiOUS broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could 'face increased harassment complaints and even loss of license for choosing to foliow their own
consciences, rather than allowing Incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment protllblts government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster.
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC ID_~?.L~Q.\ turn every radiO station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The chOice
of programming, especially lellgious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency _. and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constltutlonally·protected editOrial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system In which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewai application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review nf certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious hroadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentia!ly ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smalier market secular
stations Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chailenge Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market t>roadcasters, by substantially raiSing costs In two ways: (a) by reqUiring
staff presence whenever a station IS on the air and, (b) by further restricting marn studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks _. and curtaiied service is contrary to t.he
public Interest

We urge the FCC riot to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above
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I submit the toiioVVlnn comments in response to the Localism Not~ce ot Propof6~
'NPRM") released Jan 24,2008. In MB Docket No [)·4-23J

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakmg
MB Docket No. 04·233

RECENEO 8& INSPECTED

~PR 1 2008

OOM
1

;.\ny nel..y FCC rule~>., !')OIICif'S or procedures iT"lUst not violate First Amendment rights A number of
proposals diSCUSSf;(j In the NPI...(M jf enacted, would do so -- and must not be adopted

(,)) The r.:cc must not force radIO s1;,tlon5, espeCl8liy religious broadcasters, to take advice lmrn
people who do not share their values The NPRM's proposed advJsDry board proposals would lrnpose sucri
un(~onstitutiona!mandates Relif:JIOUS broadcasters who reslst advice from those whQ don't share the;r
vdlues could face Increased harassment. complaints ancj even loss of license for crlOostng to foliow their own
conscli:;riceS, L:;.lther trlaJl ailoiyVing IncompatIble vlewpomts to shape their programrnlng. The First
Amendment prohibits government including the FCC. from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster
particularly a fe!iQ1ouS broadcaster, must present

:1) rIie !:·~C(: ,~!l0.?J.D.Q~ turn ("very r<:1(jIO station into a pubi:c forum \A/r,ere anyone and ew;ryciflE: (I<3S

f'!qhts to all' time Pmposed public access reql.,mements would do so _. even It a religiOUS broadcaster
conscientiously Objects to tr!e message The FIrst Amendment forbids imposition of message (jellvery
r:iandates on ar',y rel!~Jton

(:)) The ;::'CC must not hJrc(' revelation of specific editorial deC1SIOrl-rnakJng information lhe dWI(>~

of pro9ramrnlng, especlaHy reii910US prograrmnlng, is not properly dictated by any government agency -" ana
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what profJrams would mtrude on
constltutionaiiy--protecled edltorlai dKJices

(4) The FCC,nust not estabilSh a two-tiered renewal systern In which certain licenSt,es would be
automatically l)arred from routme renewal appiicatlon pfOcessln~j- Ttle proposed mandatory special renewai
review of certain classes of applicants t}y the CommIssioners themselves wouid amount to coercion of
rehg10us t.lloa(jcastei·S Those vvho stay true to their conSCiences and present only the messages thev
corresr,ond to their bends could face long. expensive dnd potentlaHy rU(flous renewal proceedinDs

\5) Many ChnstlCln broadcasters operate on tIght bUdgets as do many smaller market secular
stations K.eeping the electricity flOWing IS often;] challenge Yet, the CommisSion proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaJler market broadcasters, by substantially ralsmg costs W: 1wo ways: (O:!) by requlnnr,;
staff presence \Mr.enevw a station is on Hie aB and, (b\ by further restrlcting main studio location choices
Palslng costs wlth these propos;:;,liS would force service cutbacks ,,- and curta lied serVice is contr<~ry to the
public mterest

VVe Uf9f': trk; H~C (lol to adopt luies procedures or policies discussed above
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RECENED &INSPECTED

2008APR 7Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No, 04-233

I submit the follOWing comments In response to the Localism Notice of ProrbF~ll.RGOM
"Nf'RM"), released Jan 24,2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not Violate First Amendment fights A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, If enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especlaliy religious broadcasters, to take adVice from
people who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed adVisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates Religious broadcasters who resist adVice from those who don't share th"ir
values could face Increased harassment. complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
conscienc"s, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming, The First
Amendment protllblts government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC D:l.y§tn9..! turn every radiO station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
fights to air time, Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion

(3) The f'CC must not force reveiatlon of specific editorial deCision-making information, The choice
of programming, especially religiOUS programming, is not properiy dictated by any government agency ,- and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constltutionally-protected editorial choices

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal appilcatlon processing Tile proposed mandatory speCial renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religiOUS broadcasters, Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to theIr beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations Keeping the electriCity flowing is often a challenge Yet, the CommiSSion proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs In two ways (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location ctlOices_
F:aising cost.s with these proposals WOUld force service cutbacks·~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public Interest

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures or policies discussed above.
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RECEIVED &INSPECTED

APR 7 2008
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pr+sed Rulemaking (the

'NPRM'), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. IlROOM
Lf.CC-MA

Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religiouS broadcasters, to lake advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed adviSOly board proposals would impose such
unconstitUtional mandalas. Religious broadcastars who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amandment prohiblls government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific edllorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constllutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinousrenewaJ pmceedingS-_ .",.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electriclly flowing is often a challenge. yat, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs wIIh these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service Is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

REGBVED & INSPECTED

~PR 7 Z008
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Prop~id RLlI~makillg (the

'NPRM'), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.
C_MAILROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate FirstAmendmentk4i~~~~';';or--~
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religiouS broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who nssist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather IIlan allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcastar,
particularly a religious broadcastar, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imPGSit\on of message delivery
mandatas on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barrad from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
corraspond to their beliefs-could faceJong, expensive and potentially J'IJinousrenewai proceedings __

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposas to furlher
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

we urge the FCC not to edopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

.< :.~ <'if~e;:tvd17
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 RECf!116

V&/Ns.
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ru maki9:flptbe7 PEereD

"NPRM"), released Jan 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233 IT

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment righ ~~ir:J of
20

08
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted. -'Vf-"tILFfoo
(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from 'M
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularty a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 RECEIVED &INSPEC1'ED

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of ProposE ~ Rulemaking (the 8
"NPRM"). released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04·233. f>,PR 7 ZOO

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment ri hts. A numbe{ pt.-OOM
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted. lF~C~C~.~M::::A:.:.'L.:':;..;.ti__-
(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements wouid do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously Objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of speCific editorial decision·making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who prOduced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally·protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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CommenlS In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

Date

RECENED &INSPECTED

APR 7 Z008

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of "'t<lflO!lllQRUle~~
r FCC-MA M"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - end must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to teke advice from
paople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconslilulional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from thosa who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protecled editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedillgS- ~_

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service Is contrary to the
pUblic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of P .~.~llJ(ipg l!hOeA"
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. -.• ILHO 'VI

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particuiarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Prop
"NPRM"). released Jan. 24. 2008. in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules. policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment '~G
proposals discussed in the NPRM. if enacted. would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233 RECEIVED &INSPECfED

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propo ed R~kililg (the.
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233 I lUG8

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendmer --MlIOt~OM
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopt"ulr'".. _.:....:.:.::.:~~.M~U~~~

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, inciuding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
reView of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
pUblic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
MB Docket No. 04-233

RECEIVED &INSPECTED

APR 7 2008

I submn the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pro.I~"'-'-jJl6MMt~OM
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposels discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stallons, especially religious broadcasters, to lake advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposels would Impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased haressment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibnB government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what Viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific ednorlal decision-making infonnation. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could faceJong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal pcoceedingS-~.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a slation Is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposels would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of P'ropo#ljliee.illIl,(tI:!.eOOA.
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. I'Ul..H IVI

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, If enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandatas. Religious broadcastars who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences. rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohlbtts govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
partiCUlarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making infonnation. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictatad by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected edttorial choices.

(4) Tha FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certaln licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face.long, expensive and potentially ruinousrenewaJ proceedings. .

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on light bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze nicha and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposalS would force service cutbacks - and curtalled service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First AmI~=~~~~:;.arft6er-;;t
proposels discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be .

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to teke edvice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposels would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcester,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC myst not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids Imposition of messege delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making infonnation. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things es who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of appflcants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stsy true to their consciences and present only tha messages they
correspond to their beliefscould face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings. .

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenaver a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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